Date of trial Name of alleged witche(s); status (if known); fate (! denotes execution) (I) Age of alleged witch(es) at trial (? denotes age has been estimated) (II)
Trial evidence of pre-existing reputation as a witch (III) 
Accusers; fate of accuser(s) (if applicable) (IV)

1549
(1) Dorothea, widow (of at least four years) of Rothenburg citizen Caspar Klennckh.
Possibly of middling to high status?
Gaoled; interrogated under torture; banished for sorcery and fornication.
? May have had children of marriageable age, suggesting she was in her forties or fifties.
None.
Probably Jorg Bubenleben of Rothenburg (married), her children's guardian, upon whom she had allegedly tried to inflict the pox through witchcraft.
It was also alleged that she had had sex during her widowhood.
1561
(2) Barbara, wife of Paulus Brosam of Wettringen; (3) Paulus was accused of having helped Barbara in her witchcraft. Gaoled; interrogated; released after paying their costs and promising to reappear before the council if the matter went any further.
? Had six young children, the last one less than a year old; probably married twelve years. Assuming this was their first marriage and they had married at c. twenty-five and c. twenty-seven, they were probably in their late thirties in 1561.
Wettringen's pastor claimed that Barbara had been reputed a witch for ten years and had been taught witchcraft by her parents-in-law, Elisabetha and Veit Brosam. Elisabetha, Veit and Veit's brother, Hans, had also had reputations as workers of witchcraft since the Peasants' War (1525), suggesting that they were in their sixties or seventies by 1561.
Hans Lautenbach and his brother-in-law, baker Leonhart
Immell, of Wettringen, as the result of a feud with the Brosams. Lautenbach was married and probably in his fifties or sixties by 1561. Immell was probably married and older than the Brosams.
Gaoled; interrogated; banished (Immell) and put in the pillory and banished (Lautenbach) for slander. ? The fact that she had not remarried after the death of second husband Weinmaÿr suggests she was possibly in her late forties-early fifties.
1563
She had been rumoured a witch in Rothenburg for many years.
Albrecht Bernpeck, of Rothenburg (married), whose new-born baby she had allegedly tried to poison with mercury.
It was also alleged that she had had sex during her widowhood and that she might have been responsible for her husbands' deaths. None of them were gaoled, questioned or punished.
1572
? Neighbours described Anna W. as young and Gertraud and Anna S. as 'advanced in years'. Gertraud seems to have had a daughter who was probably at most a teenager in 1582, while Anna S. had had at least one husband prior to Melchior S., by whom she had had three surviving children, so both were probably in their fifties in 1582.
None against Anna S.. Gertraud had been reputed a witch for at least eight years and had a brother who was a cunning man. Anna W.'s mother and grandmother were reputed witches, so she would have risked acquiring the same reputation from a relatively young age. ? Daniel Kraft was thirtyseven in 1602, so his wife Elisabetha was probably two-three years younger than him, at around thirtyfour-thirty-five. The other couples may have been of the same generation as the Krafts (mid-to-late thirties).
Margaretha
Only Appolonia H. had a preexisting reputation of at least six years' -and probably longer -standing.
Blacksmith's apprentice Leonhardt Brandt, of Steinach, claimed to have seen the five women at a witches' gathering. Brandt was unmarried but betrothed, so was probably in his midtwenties in 1602.
Gaoled; interrogated; released under the same conditions as had pertained to Margaretha Seitz in 1582. 
1605
1627
(24) Margaretha Hörber of Gebsattel, claimed she had been seduced into witchcraft by Ursula, the old midwife of Gebsattel and her own mother, and taken by Ursula and (25) Ursula's daughter Eva to witches' dances where she had seen nineteen women and three men, including (26) the old herdsman of Gebsattel. Gaoled for seven months; interrogated; kept in the city hospital for two more months; released on payment of costs after promising to live a Christian life. Eva was formally questioned; enquiries were made about the herdsman but no action was taken against him.
Margaretha was thirteen when her trial began in 1627 and fourteen when finally released from custody in 1628. Her mother and Ursula were dead by 1627. Eva had married in 1627 after eighteen years in service, aged probably around thirty. The old herdsman was possibly at least in his fifties if not sixties to warrant this epithet: he had one son who had been aged probably in his mid-to-late twenties in 1616 (see the Margaretha Horn trial, 1652, for more details).
None for Margaretha's mother, Ursula or Eva; the old herdsman was reputed a witch in Gebsattel.
Margaretha claimed she was a witch herself: see column (I) for her fate. Both were poverty-stricken and begged in order to survive.
1628-
Gaoled; interrogated; Harter was flogged in gaol and banished for slander; Dieterich was released unpunished.
Dieterich was sixty-one; Harter fifteen.
Dieterich was rumoured to be a witch; these rumours emanated mainly from her son and especially her daughter-in-law, with whom she had lived and been at odds since the death of her husband.
Margaretha was forced into accusing Dieterich by Catholic troops quartered in the area who hoped to start a witch-hunt: see column (I) for her fate.
1639
(32) Brigitta, daughter of daylabourer Endres Hörner and his wife Ursula of Spielbach. Endres was long dead by 1639; Ursula had turned to begging after his death and died in 1638. Brigitta claimed to have been seduced into witchcraft by her godmother, Brigitta, the wife of pastor Johann Mauck of Spielbach, who was also dead by 1639.
Brigitta was nearly eight; Johann Mauck had been forty-two in 1631; his wife Brigitta had probably been the same age or two-three years younger.
Only Brigitta suspected her godmother of witchcraft.
Brigitta claimed she was a witch herself: see column (I) for her fate.
(33) Margaretha, wife of Michael Rost of Finsterlohr.
Both were gaoled; interrogated; released after promising to live peacefully with one another.
Margaretha was twenty-seven and Rost's third wife; Rost was forty. They had been married for six years and had had three children: one was still alive.
Only Rost thought his wife was a witch.
Michael Rost accused his wife of witchcraft and asked the council for a divorce. Evidence suggests that he was mentally unstable: see column (I) for his fate.
1652
(34) Margaretha, wife of Hans Horn of Bettenfeld. Gaoled; interrogated; tortured (thumbscrews, five times); released after paying her costs and promising to reappear before the council if the matter went any further. The Horns still lived in Bettenfeld in 1659.
Margaretha was sixty in 1652, as was Hans, her third husband. She had first married at the age of twentyfour in 1616.
Margaretha risked acquiring a reputation for witchcraft in 1616 after marrying Martin, the son of the old herdsman of Gebsattel (a reputed witch: see the Margaretha Hörber case, 1627, for details). However, Martin died quickly after their marriage, sparing her the worst effects of a long association with the family. She told the council she had been a godmother twenty-six times as proof of her good reputation.
Margaretha's nearest neighbour
Leonhard Gackstatt of Bettenfeld accused her as part of an ongoing feud with her and her family. Gackstatt was neither gaoled nor formally questioned, probably because he was a subject of the Margrave of BrandenburgAnsbach.
1639
Gaoled; interrogated; sent to the Rothenburg hospital for three months; released. She was discovered, dead, in Steinbach in October 1640, after her relatives had refused to take her in. Würth was formally questioned but fled Rothenburg before he could be gaoled. Barbara was gaoled and interrogated: both were then banished.
? Probably at least in his early to mid-forties -possibly older; his wife was probably of around the same age.
Suspected for at least two-three years before he was formally accused. Appolonia had long had a reputation as a witch, perhaps from the age of eleven: the possibility that her mother Margaretha claimed that Susanna had seduced her into witchcraft; later she admitted that she had fabricated the charge to revenge herself on her foster-mother for ill-treatment she had suffered at her hands as a child: see column (I) for Margaretha's fate. Fifty-three; married to Schumacher from the age of twenty-one to thirty-three, then widowed for twenty years. Hans Caspar was twelve.
Würth's neighbour
Appolonia's nearest neighbour
Anna's daughter-in-law suspected her of being a witch; moreover, Anna's nickname was Flea-Anna, suggesting she may have had a reputation for being able to conjure fleas.
Hans Caspar was encouraged to claim that he had been seduced into witchcraft by Anna by Anna's daughter-inlaw, Maria Appolonia. Maria Appolonia was married to Anna's son, Johann Eberhard Schumacher junior, and had an extremely bad relationship with Anna. There is also evidence to suggest that she was mentally unstable.
Maria Appolonia: gaoled; interrogated; banished with her husband for slander.
